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Period for Reply 

ASS^^S?SESSS5SS^ IS SETT ° B™™H (S , FROM 

" ta SSSSi^TSir^ " b ° ,e 15 *" "** m *»*• " "<* «"* •» «*<-V —™m «■*» (30) days wll, 
Failure to reply within the set or extended oeriod fnr ™„i u .... 



Status 



communication. ' "'" "W *>nu win expire six (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of tr 

Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will bv statute th« .™r *• . u 

s ,u ' ,e P'y w '». °y statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 



1)13 Responsive to communications) filed on 06 April 20on . 
2a)S This action is FINAL. 2 b)D This action is non-final 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ~ Claim(s) 1, 2, 4-12, and 14-74 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claimfs) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) B Claim(s) 1. 2. 4-12. and id.™ is /are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) U Claims are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) d The drawings filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

11) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved. 



w ^ ~ wi • _____ u. a /[_ 

12)Q The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 



Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d). 

a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been: 

1. D received. 

2. U received in Application No. (Series Code / Serial Number) . 

3D received in this National Stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. & 1 19(e). 
Attachment(s) 

15) O Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

16) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

17) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTO-326 (Rev. 3-98) 



18) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

1 9) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

20) □ Other: 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 
1- The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

subject matter as a whole wouU W ^ obTufa S W ^ ^ PM *" - such *« the 

skill in the art to which said subject matter perta^ IZZZ^ \T T WaS to a P«*» having ordinary 
invention was made. matter pertams. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
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Claims 1, 2, 4-6, 8-12, 14-17, and 19-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the applicants admitted prior art in v:ew of Sdnnella and Chen, as previously 
applied in the office action mailed 12/28/99. 

Additionally, and with regards to chums 1 and 12, the admitted pnor art shows depositing 
the barrier layer by PVD techniques {page 3, lines 13-22} . 



Response to Arguments 

3. Appfcanfs arguments filed 4/6/00 have been fully considered but the y are no. persuasive. 

4. First off, the examiner respectfully submits that claims 1-6, 8-17, and 19-22 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C S 103(a) as being unpatentable over the applicants admitted prior art/» 
Schinella and Chen, «as being unpatentable over the applicants admted prior art Win view of 
Schinella and Chen. In the former instance, the claims are rejected as being unpatentab,e over a 
combination of three references and in the latter instance, the claims can be mterpreted as being 
unpatentable in two different ways: over one single reference and a combination of two references. 
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With regards to applicants arguments concerning the Schinella and Chen references, and 
more specifically that one of ordinary skill in the art would not combine the teachings of Schinella 
and Chen, the examiner wholeheartedly agrees with the applicant. However, the rejection of claims 
1-6, 8-17, and 19-22 was based upon a combination of the app licant. a rimi^ ^ mviewof 
Schinella and Chen . Accordingly, the teachings of Chen were not combined with the teachings of 
Schinella. Rather, the teachings of Schinella were used to modify the teachings of the applicants 
admitted prior art and the teachings of Chen were used to modify the teachings of the applicants 
admitted prior art in view of Schinella. 

The examiner respectfully submits that one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking 
references individually and incompletely where the rejections are based on combinations of 
references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re MetrJk &Co. t 800 
F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). In otherwords, nonobviousness must be shown by 
attacking the combinations the applicants admitted prior art with Schinella and/or Chen. 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 

policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
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calculated from the ruling date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply ex pi re later than SIX MONTHS from the mailmg date of this final action. 
6. Paper related to this application may be submitted directly to Art Unit 2823 by facsimile 
transmission. Papers should be faxed to Art Unit 2823 via the Art Unit 2823 Fax Center located in 
Crystal Plaza 4, room 4C23. The faxing of such papers must conform with the notice published in 
the Official Gazette, 1096 OG 30 (15 November 1989). The Art Unit 2823 Fax Center number is 
(703) 308-7722 or -7724. The Art Unit 2823 Fax Center is to be used only for papers related to Art 
Unit 2823 applications. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication of earlier communication from the examiner 
should be directed to Kurt Eaton at (703) 305-0383 and between the hours of 8:00 AM to 4:00 PM 
(Eastern Standard Tune) Monday through Friday or by e-mail via kurteaton^p^, 
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